THE DEFENCE OF THE EMPIRE
any proposals needed to enable the Grand Alliance to
crush its opponents? The fact that the wars waged
by the Grand Alliance would be high-minded and col-
lective wars, with peace presumably as their objective
in some remote, uncertain future, would not sensibly
diminish the enmities and destruction which they
caused.
'(2) What reason is there to suppose that the Great
Powers within this Grand Alliance, still less Great
Powers like Germany and Italy, Japan and the United
States, which would probably remain outside it, are in
the least inclined to give up organising their own system
of defence, or to hand the duty over to any collective
authority whatever ?
'(3) And what practical steps would Sir Norman
Angell have us take for inducing the nations to do so?'
The reply being:
'Sir Charles Mallet puts me a number of questions
based on what he deems to be my suggestions - a Grand
Alliance
that would have immense forces at its disposal and
would use them promptly and effectively to punish
any offender who transgressed its laws.
'It is not my suggestion.   It is what now exists.  This
country is at the present moment engaged in greatly
increasing its armed forces.    The fact proclaims its
intention of going to war if certain laws laid down by
itself and its allies are transgressed*   The laws are com-
plicated, unstable, and uncertain.   The alliance would
probably at this moment punish ruthlessly any trans-
gression of the law respecting the integrity of Belgium.
But the swallowing whole of Abyssinia, which we were
pledged to defend certainly as much as we were pledged
to defend Belgium, was hardly punished at all.   An
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